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add to the country's wealth. But the wheel alone can solve the
general problem of starvation. Each district has no doubt its
varying wants. They must have attention. But I would make
the spinning-wheel the foundation on which to build a sound
village life, I would make the wheel the centre round which all
the other activities will revolve. No spinner enters the village
life without coming in contact with and helping to solve the other
problems that tax the villagers. But if a worker enters a village
and takes up any activity that comes his way and not wheel, he
will miss the central point and, therefore, simply grope without
reaching every villager.

Young India, 21-5-1925
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After putting the questions he has, a correspondent thus con-
cludes his letter:

I hope you will be courteous enough to throw light on these points and
continue to discuss with me until I do not talk nonsense. I am your follower
and have gone to jail under your leadership and guidance. I have never gone
to see and talk to you even when I was very near to you and had ample
opportunity, simply because I hated to encroach upon your time. I have
not even touched your feet. I now feel very much shaken in my faith in your
reasoning and politics. I am not a revolutionary but I am on the verge of
being a revolutionary. If you answer these questions m satisfactorily, you may
save me.

I now take his questions seriatim.

1.  What is non-violence, an attitude of the mind or non-destruction of
life?    If it be the latter, is it possible to translate it info practice and carry
it to its logical consequences when we destroy numberless lives daily in taking
our meals, etc. ?   We cannot even eat vegetables in that case.

Non-violence is both an attitude of mind and action con-
sequent upon it. No doubt, there is life in vegetables. But the
taking of vegetable life is inevitable. It is none the less destruction
of life. Only it may be regarded as excusable.

The second question is:

2.  If we cannot avoid destroying life, it certainly does not mean that
we should recklessly destroy it; but then, in proved cases of necessity it cannot
be objected to on principle.   It may be objected to on expediency.